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Finally, the Pet itioner submits articles publ ished in various Polish-language publ ications, 
accompanied by certified translations. The translation accompanying the fi rst artic le, . entitled 

does not include the name of the publicati on in which the article 
appeared, or the date and author o f the article. Although the translations of the remaining articles 
contain the relevant details required under this criterion, the Petiti oner has not established the 
circulation data of (Polish Sports Magazine) or . Newspaper to 
compare with the circulation sta tistics of other Polish newspapers or magazines. Consequently, he 
has not established that are forms of major media. The record 
lacks information related to the d istribution data of these publications to demonstrate that they arc 
considered to be major media and the Petitioner has not established these publ ications are 
professional or major trade publications as required by the regulation. See Noroozi v. Napolitano, 
90:5 F.Supp.2d 535, 545 (S.D.N . Y. 20 12). For the reasons outlined above, the Peti tioner has not 
satistied the requirements of this criterion. 

Evidence that the alien has pe1jormed in a leading or critical role for organizations or 
establishments that have a distinguished reputation. 8 C.F.R. § 204 .5(h)(3)(vii i). 

The Petitioner asse11s that he has performed in a leading or critical role for the University of 
swim team. In general, a leading role is evidenced from the role itself, whil e a critical role is 

one in which a petitioner was respons ible for the success or standing of the organi zation. 

The Petitioner asserts on appea l that he played a critical role for the Universi ty of sw1m 
team " because he has won multiple NCAA Championships, he lped improve his teammates 
performances, and set school reco rds." He asserts that his performances in multi ple conference 
championships places him above his other teammates, thereby making his role more leading and 
critical than those of other swimmers on the team. 

Although the Petitioner submitted evidence demonstrating that the University of swim 
team has a di stinguished reputation, he has not indicated where his position tits in the organization's 
overall hierarchy or shown how his membership on the team was reflecti ve of a leading or critica l 
role. The reco rd does not include evidence, for example, ditJerentiating his role as a swimmer from 
that of the o ther members. 

The Peti tioner states that he has won numerous m edals for the University o f swim team in 
freestyle and freestyle relay championship events; speci ficall y, the 200 and 500 Yard Preestyles, and 
the 200 and 800 Yard Freestyle Relays. However, hi s receipt of these medals is not sufficient to 
demonstrate that he served in a leading or critical role. As explained by the Petitioner, the top eight 
swimmers in all events are awarded points for their respective teams, which therefo re contribute to 
the overall team score and ultimate place in which they finish. However, as a relay swimmer, he is 
one of a team of four and has not demonstrated that his contributions surpass his teammates. The 
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Petitioner has not provided sufficient evidence indicating that his swimming results impacted the 
University of standing in the sport beyond those of his fellow teammates and competitors. 

Although he submits numerous letters o f recommendation from coaches and fellow swimmers, these 
are likewise insufticient to demonstrate hi s leading or critical role for the University of swim 
team. For example, the head coach, states that the Petitioner "was a crucial member of 
the team" who contributed to major successes in the relay category. Again, while his contributions 
were undoubtedly notable, there is no indication that his role as a member of a four-person relay 
team was more leading or critical than that of his three fellow relay team members, or of other. 
individual team members in general. Similarly, although states that as an international 
swimmer, the Petitioner oftercd his younger teammates a different perspective that helped them 
prepare tor their first major events, there is no indication that he assumed a leading or critical role 
beyond that of mentoring younger teammates. 

Similarly, . associate head coach tor the University of swim team, stated that 
the Petitioner played a leading rol e because he "scored many points throughout the season" and used 
his experience to mentally and physically prepare inexperienced teammates for competition. The 
record, however, does not include evidence ditTerentiating his point results from fellow team 
members or explaining how his competitive results impacted the team's standing in the sport. For 
instance, the Petitioner did not show that the swim team garnered attention based on his top finishes 
at conference swimming events. Moreover, while attests to the importance of the 
Petitioner's role in guiding and mentoring younger teammates, the record lacks corroborating 
evidence demonstrating that this aspect of the Petitioner's role for the organization was leading or 
cri tical. 

The Petitioner also asserts that his role on various Polish national teams was leading or critical, again 
based on his claims of scoring points and earning medals that bolstered his team 's rankings. A letter 
from the states that his role is more leading than other teammates since 

1 he "is a consistent point scorer" and "because he holds multiple National Championships." This 
letter fall s short of providing probative information that specifically addresses how the Petitioner's 
role was critical for each of the national teams for which he played. We cannot presume that he 
performed in a leading or critical role simply by his rankings in events specific to him; additional 
probative, corroborating evidence must also be part of the record. The Petitioner must provide 
specifics relating to how his role was critical to the organization as a whole. See Norooii v. 
Napolitano, 905 F.Supp.2d at 545. Simply claiming that he won numerous medals and led his team 
to numerous victories, without more, falls short of providing probative information that specifically 
addresses how the Petitioner's role was critical tor the team. 

Even if the Petitioner had demonstrated that his role was leading or critical as contemplated by this 
criterion, he must also demonstrate that the organization has a distinguished reputation. The record, 
however, contains insufficient evidence to establish that the Polish national team enjoys a 
distinguished reputation as contemplated by the regulation . 
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Ill. CONCLUSION 

The Petitioner is not eligible because he has not submitted the required initial evidence of either a 
qualifying one-time achievement or documents that meet at least three of the ten criteria listed at 
8 C.F.R. § 204.5(h)(3)(i)-(x). Thus, we do not need to fully address the totality of the materials in a 
final merits determination. Kazarian, 596 F.3d at I I 9-20. Nevertheless, we advise that we have 
reviewed the record in the aggregate, concluding that it does not support a finding that the Petitioner 
has established the level of expertise required for the classification sought. In addition, as the 
Petitioner has not established his extraordinary ability under section 203(b)(l)(A)(i) of the Act, we 
need not determine whether he is coming to "continue work in the area of extraordinary ability" 
under section 203(b )( l )(A)(ii). 

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed. 
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